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A

SPEECH,
MR CHAIRMAN,

I

RISE, Sir, m fupport of the motion now before
you. But my reverence for this body, the novelty of my prefent
situation, the great importance and difficulty of the fubject, and
the thought of being oppofed by gentlemen of the greateft abili
ties, has too fenfible an impreffion on my mind. But, Sir, I know
To much of my natural timidity, which increafes with my years,
that I forefaw this would be the cafe : I therefore prepared a
fpeech for the occafion.
Sir, I have lived free, and in many refpefts happy for near fixty
years ; but my happinels has been greatly diminiihed, for much
of the time, by hearing a great part of the human fpecies groan
ing under the galling yoke of bondage. In this time I loft a ven
erable father, a tender mother, two aftedionate lifters, and a be
loved firft born fon ; but all thefe together have not coft me halt
the anxiety as has been occafioned by this wretched fituation of
my fellow-men, whom without a blufh I call my brethren. When
I confider their deplorable Rate, and who are the caufe of their
mifery, the load of mifery that lies on them, and the load of
guilt on us for impofing it on them ; it fills my foul with anguifh.
I view their diftreffes, I read the anger of Heaven, I believe that
if I Ihould not exert mylelf, when, and as far, as in my power, in
order to relieve them, I fhould be partaker of the guilt.
Sir, the queftion is, Whether flavery is confiftent with juftice
and good policy ? But before this is anfwered, it may be neceifary to enquire, what a Rave is.
A Rave is a human creature made by law the property of
another human creature, and reduced by mere power to an abfolute unconditional fubje&ion to his will.
This definition will be allowed to be juft, with only this one ex
ception, that the law does not leave the life and the limbs of the
Rave entirely in the maker’s power : and from it may be inferred
feveral melancholy truths, which will include a Sufficient anfwer
to the main queftion.
In order to a right view of tins fubjed, I would obferve, that
there are fome cafes, where a man may juftly be made a Rave by
law. By vicious condud he may forfeit his freedom ; lie ma T
•forfeit his life. Where this is the cafe, and the fafety of the pub
lic
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lie may be fecured by reducing the offender to a ftate of flavery,
it will be right; it may be an ad of kindnefs. In no other cafe,
if my conceptions are juft, can it be vindicated on principles of ju£
tice or humanity.
As creatures of God we are, with refped to liberty, all equal.
If one has a right tq Jive among his fellow creatures, and enjoy
his freedom, fo has another; if one has a right to enjoy that
property he acquires by an honeft induftry, fo has another. If I
by force take that from another, which he has a juft right to ac
cording to the law of nature, (which is a divine law) which he
has never forfeited, and to which he has never relinquifhed his
claim, I am certainly guilty of injuftice and robbery ; and when
the thing taken is the man’s liberty, when it is himfelf, it is the
greateft injuftice. I injure him much more, than if I robbed him
of his property on the high-way. In this cafe, it does not belong
to him to prove a negative, but to me to prove that fuch forfeiture
has been made, becaufe, if it has not, he is certainly ftill the pro
prietor. AJ1 he has to do is to fhew the infufficjency of my
proofs.
A Have claims his freedom, he pleads that he is a man, that he
was by nature free, that he has not forfeited his freedom, nor relinquiihcd it. Now unlefs his matter can prove that he is not a
man, that he was not born free, or that he has forfeited or relinquilhed his freedom, he muft be judged free ; the juftice of his
claim muft be acknowledged. His being long deprived of this
right, by force or fraud, does not annihilate it, it remains ; it is ftill
his right. When I rob a man of his property, I leave him his lib
erty, and a capacity of acquiring and poffefiing more property ;
but when I deprive him of his liberty, I alfo deprive him of this
capacity ; therefore I do him greater injury, when I deprive him
of his liberty, than when I rob him of his property. It is in vain
for me to plead that I have the faneftion of law ; for this makes the
injury the greater, it arms the community.againft him, and makes
his cafe defperate.
If my definition of a Have is true, he is a rational creature re
duced by the power of legiflation to the ftate of a brute, and there
by deprived of every privilege of humanity, except as above, that
he may minifter to the eafe, luxury, luft, pride, or avarice of anoth
er, no better than himfelf.
Weonly want a law enacted that no owner of a brute, nor other
perfon, fhould kill or difmember it, and then in law the cafe of a
flave and a brute is in moft refpeds parallel; and where they differ,
the ftate of the brute is to be preferred. The brute may fteal or
rob, to fupply his hunger ; the law does not condemn him to die
for his offence, it only permits his death ; but the fiave, though in
|he moft ftarvmg condition, dare not do either, on penalty of death
or feme fevere punifhment.
Is there any need of arguments to prove, that it is in a high de
gw unjuft and cruel, to reduce one human creature to fuch an
abjedt

abjeft wretched ftate as this, that he may minifter to the eafe,
luxury, or avarice of another ? Has not that other the fame right
to have him reduced to this ftate, that he may minifter to his intereft or pleafure ? On what is this right founded ? Whence was
it derived ? Did it come from heaven, from earth, or from hejl ?
Has the great King of heaven, the abfolute fovereign difpofer of
all men, given this extraordinary right to white men ever black
men ? Where is the charter ? In whofe hands is it lodged ? Let it
be produced and read, that we may know our privilege.
Thus reducing men is an indignity, a degradation to our own
nature. Had we not loft a true fenfe of its worth and dignity,
we fliould blufh to fee it converted into brutes. We lhould
blulh to fee our houfes filled, or furrounded with cattle
in our own fhapes. We fhould look upon it to be a fouler, a
blacker ftain, than that with which the vertical fans have tinged
the blood of Africa. When we plead for flavery, we plead for
the difgrace and ruin of our own nature. If we are capable of it
we may ever after claim kindred with the brutes, and renounce
our own fuperior dignity.
From our definition it will appear, that a Have is a creature
made after the image of God, and accountable to him for the
maintenance of innocence and purity ; but by law reduced to a
liablenefs to be debauched by men, without any profpect or hope
of redrefs.
That a Have is made after the image of God no Chriftian will
deny ; that a flave is abfolutely fubjefted to be debauched by
men, is fo apparent from the nature of flavery, that it needs no
proof. This is evidently the unhappy cafe of female Haves ; a
number of whom have been remarkable for their chaftity and modefty. If their mafter attempts their chaftity, they dare neither
refill nor complain. If another man fhould make the attempt,
though refiftance may not be fo dangerous, complaints are equally
vain. They cannot be heard in their own defence, their teftimony
cannot be admitted. The injurious perfon has a right to be heard,
may accufe the innocent futferer of malicious flander, and have
her feverely chaftifed.
A virtuous woman, and virtuous Africans no doubt there are,
efteems her chaftity above every other thing ; feme have preferred
it even to their lives : then forcibly to deprive her of this, is treat
ing her with the greateft injuftice. Therefore fince law leaves the
chaftity of a female flave entirely in the power of her mafter ; and
greatly in the power of others, it permits this injuftiqp ; it provides
no remedy, it refutes to redrefs this infuflerable grievance ; it de
nies even the fmall privilege of complaining.
From our definition it will follow, that a flave is a free moral
agent legally deprived of free agency, and obliged to aft accord
ing to the will of another free agent of the fame fpecies ; and yet
he is accountable to his Creator for the ute he makes of his own
free agency .
When

When a man, though he can ‘‘exift independent of another^
cannot ad independent of him, his agency muft depend upon the
will of that other ; and therefore he is deprived cf his own free
agency : and yet, as a free agent, he is accountable to his Maker
for all the deeds done in the body. ^This comes to pafs through
a great omiflicn and inoonfiftency in the legiflature. They
ought farther to have enafted, in order to have been confident,
that the Have fhould not have been accountable for any of his
adions; but that his matter lhould have anfwered for him in
all things, here and liereafter.
That a Have has the capacities of a free moral agent' will be
allowed by all. That he is, in many inttances, deprived by law
cf the exercife of thefe powers, evidently appears from his fituatidn. That he is accountable to his Maker for his condud, will
be allowed by thofe, who do not believe that human legiflatures
are omnipotent and can free men from this allegiance and fubjedion to the King of heaven.
The principles of conjugal love and fidelity in the breaft of a.
virtuous pair, of natural affcdion in parents, and a lenfe of duty
in children, are infcribed there by the finger of God ; they are
the laws of heaven : but an inflaving law diredly oppoles them,
and virtually forbids obedi nee. The relation of hufband and
wife, of parent and child, are formed by divine authority, and
founded on the laws of nature. But it is in the power of a
cruel matter, and often of a needy creditor, to break thefe tender
connections, and forever to feparate thefe dearc ft relatives. This
•is ever done, in fad, at the call of intereft or humour. The poor
f ifterers may expoftulate ; they may plead ; may plead with
rears ; their hearts may break ; but all in .vain. The laws of
nature are violated, the tender ties are dilfolved, a final feparation takes place, and the duties of thefe relations can no longer
be performed, nor their comforts enjoyed. Would thefe flaves per-’
form the duties of hufioands and wives, parents and children ;
the law difables them, it puts it altogether out of their power.
Jn thefe cafes, it is evident that the laws of nature, or the laws
xcf man, are wrong ; and which, none will be at a lofs to judge.
The divine law fays, Whom God hath joined together, let no
man put afundcr ; the law of man fays, to the mafter of the Have,
Though the divine law has joined them together, you may put
them afunder when you pleafe. The divine law fays, Train up
your child in the way he lhould go ; the law of man fays, You
ihall not train up your child, but as your mafter thinks prpper.
The divine Lftv fays, Honor your fathet and mother, and obey
them in all things ; but the law of man fays, Honor and obey
your mafter in all things, and your parents juft as far as he ihall
direct you.
Should a matter command his Have to deal or rob, and he
lhould prefume to difobey, he is liable to fuffcr every extremity of
^unithment, lhort of’ death or amputate m from the hand of his
mafter ;
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mafter ; at the fame time he is liable to a punifhmerit equally
fevere, if not death itfelf, fhould he obey.
He is bound by law, if his mafter pleafes, to do that, for which
the law condemns him to death.
Another confequence of our definition is, That a Have, being
a free moral agent, and an accountable creature, is a capable fub~
je<ft of religion and morality ; but deprived by law of the means
of inftruftion in the dodrines and duties of morality, any fur
ther than his mafter pleafes.
It is in the power of the mafter to deprive him of all the means
of religious and moral inftru&ion, either in private or in public.
Some mafters have aftually exercifed this power, and reftrained
their flaves from the means of inftru&ion, by the terror of the
lafh. Slaves have not opportunity, at their own difpofal, for inftruding converfation ; it is put out of their power to learn to
read ; and their mafters may reftrain them from other means of
information. Mafters defignedly keep their flaves in ignorance,
left they fhould become too knowing to anfwer their felfifh pur- z
pofes ; and too wife to reft eafy in their degraded fituation. In
this cafe the law operates fo as to anfwer an end direcftly oppofed
to the proper end of all law. It is pointed againft every thing
dear to them ; againft the principal end of their exiftence. It
fupports in a land of religious liberty, the fevereft perfecutions ;
and may operate fo as totally to rob multitudes of their religious
privileges, and the rights of confcience.
If my definition is juft, a flave is one who is bound to fpend his
life in the fervice of another, to whom he owes nothing, is under
no obligation ; who is not legally bound to find him victuals,
clothes, medicine, or any other means of prefervation, fupport or
comfort.
That a flave is bound to fpend his life in the fervice of
his mafter, no one will difpute ; and that he is not indebted to
his mafter, is under no obligations to him, is alfo evident. Howcan he poflibly be indebted to him, who deprives him of liberty,
property, and almoft every thing dear to a human creature ? And
all he receives is the bare means of fubfiftence ; and this not beflowed until he has earned it; and then not in proportion to his
labor ; nor out of regard to him, but for felfifh purpofes. This
bare fupport the mafter is not bound by law to give ; but is- left to
be guided by his own intereft or humour; and hence the poor flave
often falls fliort of what is necefiary for the comfortable fupport of
the body.
The mafter is the enemy of the flave; he has made open war
againft him, and is daily carrying it on in unremitted efforts.
Can any one then imagine, that the flave is indebted to his mafter,
and bound to ferve him ? Whence can the obligation arife ? What
is it founded upon ? What is my duty to an enemy that is carry
ing on war againft me ? I do not deny, but, in fome circumftances,
it is the duty of the flave to ferve ; but it is a duty he owes himfelf,
and

and not his matter. The matter may, and often does* inflift upon
him all the feverity of punilhment the human body is capable of
bearing ; and the law fupports him in it : if he does but fpare
his life and his limbs, he dare not complain ; none can hear and
relieve him ; he has no uedrefs under heaven.
When we duly confider all thefe things, it mutt appear unjutt to
the laft degree, to force a fellow creature, who has never forfeited
his freedom, into this wretched fituation ; and confine him and his
pofterity in this bottomlefs gulph of wretchednefs for ever. Where
is the fympathy, the tender feelings of humanity ? Where is the
heart that does not melt at this feene of woe ? Or that is not fired
with indignation to fee fuch injuft ice and cruelty countenanced
by civilized nations, and fupported by the fanftion of the law ?
If flavery is not confiftent with juftice, it muft be inconfiftent
with good policy. For who would venture to aflert, that it would
be good policy for us to ereft a public monument of our injuftice,
and that injuftice is neceflary for our profperity, and happinefs ?
That old proverb, that honefty is the beft policy, ought not to be
defoifed for its age.
But the inconfiftency of flavery with good policy will fully ap
pear, if we confider another confequence of our definition, viz.
A flave is a member of civil fociety bound to obey the law of
the land ; to which laws he never confented ; which partially and
feebly proteft his perlon ; which allow him no property ; from
which he can receive no advantage ; and which chiefly, as they
relate to him, were made to puniih him. He is therefore bound
to fubmit to a government, to which he owes no allegiance ; from
which he receives great injury ; and to which he is under no ob
ligations ; and to perform fervices to a fociety, to which he owes
nothing and in whofe profperity he has no intereft. That he is
under this government, and forced to fubmit to it, appears from
his fuffering the penalties of its laws. That he receives no benefit
by the laws and government he is under, is evident, from their de
priving him of his liberty, and the means of happinefs. Though
they proteft his life and his limbs, they confine him in mifery,
they will not fufier him to fly from it ; the greateft favours they
afford him chiefly ferve to perpetuate his wretchednefs.
He is then a member of fociety, who is, properly fpeaking, in a
ftate of war with his matter, his civil rulers, and every member of
that fociety. They are all his declared enemies, having, in him,
made war upon almoft every thing dear to a human creature. It
is a perpetual war, with an avowed purpofe of never making peace.
This w’ar, as it is unprovoked, is, on the part of the flave, proper
ly defenfive. The injury done him is much greater than what is
generally efteemed a juft ground of war between different nations ;
it is much greater than was the caufe of war between us and Bri
tain.
It cannot be confiftent with the principles of good policy to keep
a numerous, a growing body of people among us, who add no
ftrength
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ftrength to us in time of war ; who are Under the ftrongeft temp
tations to join an enemy, as it is fcarce poffible they can lofe, and
may be great gainers, by the event; who will count fo many againft
us in an hour of danger and diftrefs. A people whofe intereft it
will be whenever in their power, to fubvert the government, and
throw all into confufion. Can it be fafe ? Can it be good policy ?
Can it be our intereft or the intereft of pofterity, to nourifh within
our own bowels fuch an injured, inveterate foe, a foe, with whom
we muft be in a ft ate of eternal war ? What havock would a hand
ful of favages, in conjunction with this domeftic enemy, make in
our country ! Efpecially at a period when the main body of the in
habitants were foftened by luxury and eafe, and quite unfitted for
the hardfhips and dangers of war. Let us turn our eyes to the
Weft-Indies ; and there learn the melancholy effefts of this wretch
ed policy. We may there read them written with the blood of
thoufands. There you may fee the fable, let me fay, the brave fons
of Africa engaged in a noble conflict with their inveterate foes.
There you may fee thoufands fired with a generous refentment of
the greateft injuries, and bravely facrificing their lives on the altar
of liberty.
In America, a flave is a Handing monument of the tyranny and
inconfiftency of human governments.
He is declared by the united voice of America, to be by nature
free, and entitled to the privilege of acquiring and enjoying prop
erty ; and yet by laws paft and enforced in thefe ftates, retained in
flavery, and difpoflefled of all property and capacity of acquiring
any. They have furnifhed a ftriking inftance of a people carrying
on a war in defence of principles, which they are actually and avow
edly deftroying by legal force; ufing one meafure for themfelves and
another for their neighbours.
Every ftate, in order to gain credit abroad, and confidence at
home, and to give proper energy to government, fliould ftudy to be
confiftent; their conduct fliould not difagree with their avowed
principles, nor be inconfiftent in its feveral parts. Confiftent juf
tice is the folid bafis on which the fabric of government will reft
fecurely ; take this away, and the building totters, and is liable to
fall before every blaft. It is, I prefume, the avowed principles of
each of us, that all men are by nature free, and are Rill entitled
to freedom, unlefs they have forfeited it. Now, after this is feen
and acknowledged, to enaCl that men fliould be flaves, againft
whom we have no evidence that they have forfeited their right;
what would it be but evidently to fly in our own face ; to contradict
Ourfelves ; to proclaim before the world our own inconfiftency ; and
warn all men to repofe no confidence in us ? After this, what credit
can we ever expeCl ? What confidence can we repofe in each
other ? If we generally concur in this nefarious deed, we deftroy
mutual confidence, and break every jink of the chain that ihould
bind us together.
Are
B

Are we rulers ? How can the people confide in us, after we have
thus openly declared that we are void of truth and fmcerity ; and
that we are capable of enflaving mankind in dired coijtradidion to
our own principles ? What confidence in legiflators, who are capa
ble of declaring their conftituents all free men in one breath ; and,
in the next, enading then! all flaves ? In one breath, declaring
that they have a right to acquire and poffefs property ; and, in
the next, that they fhall neither acquire nor poflefs it during their
exiftence here ? Can I trull my life, my liberty, my property in
fuch hands as thefe ? Will the colour of my fkin prove a fufficient
defence againft their injuftice and cruelty ? Will the particular
circumftance of my anceftors being born in Europe, and not in
Africa, defend me ? Will* ftraight hair defend me from the blow
that falls fo heavy on the woolly head ?
If I am a difhoneft man, if gain is my God, and this may be
acquired by fuch an unrighteous law, I may rejoice to find it
enaded ; but I never can believe that the legiflature were honeft
men ; or repofe the leaft confidence in them, when their own intereft would lead them to betray it- I never can truft the integri
ty of the judge who can fit upon the feat of juftice, and pafs an
unrighteous judgment, becaufe it is agreeable to law ; when that
law itfelf is contrary to the light and law of nature.
Where no confidence can be put in men of public truft, the exercife of government muft be very uneafy, and the condition of
the people extremely wretched. We may conclude, with the utmoft certainty, that it would be bad policy to reduce matters to
this unhappy fituation;
Slavery naturally tends to fap the foundations of moral, and
confequently of political virtue ; and virtue is abfolutely neceflary
for the happinefs and profperity of a free people. Slavery pro
duces idlencfs ; and idlenefs is the nurfe of vice. A vicious com
monwealth is a building ereded on quickfand, the inhabitants of
which can never abide in fafety.
Young gentlemen, who ought to be the honour and fupport of
the ftate, when they have in profped an independent fortune corn
filling in land and flaves, which they can eafily devolve on a faith
ful overfeer or fteward, become the moft ufclefs and infignificant
members offociety. There is no confining them to ufeful ftudies,
or any bufmefs that will fit them for ferving the public. They
are employed in feenes of pleafure and diflipation. They corrupt
each other ; they corrupt the morals of all around them : while
their flaves, even in time of peace, are far from being equally ufe
ful to focicty with the fame number of freemen ; and, in time of
war, are to be confidered as an enemy within our walls. I faid
they were ufelefs, infignificant members of fociety. I fhould have
faid more ; I fhould have faid, they are intolerable nuifanccs, per
nicious pefts offociety. I mean not to reproach men of fortune ;
I mean only to point out the natural tendency of flavery,. in order
tofliew, how inconfiftent it is with good policy.
The

The profperity of a country depends upon the indtxftry of its
inhabitants ; idleness will produce poverty : and when flavery be
comes common, induftry links into difgrace. To labour, is toflawe;
to work, is to work like a Negro : and this is difgraceful ; it levels
us with the meaneft of the fpecies ; it fits hard upon the mind ; it
cannot be patiently borne. Youth are hereby tempted to idlenefs,
and drawn into other vices : they fee no other way to keep their
credit, and acquire fome little importance. This renders them
like thofe they ape, nuifances of fociety. It frequently tempts them
to gaming, theft, robbery, or forgery ; for which they often end
their days in difgrace on the gallows. Since every Rate muft be
fupported by induftry, it is exceedingly unwife to admit what will
inevitably fink it into difgrace : and thut this is the tendency of
flavery is known for matter of fad.
Slavery naturally tends to deftroy all fenfe of juftice and equity.
It puffs up the mind with pride ; teaches youth a habit of looking
down upon their fellow creatures with contempt, efteeming them
as dogs or devils, and imagining themfelves beings of luperior
dignity and importance, to whom all are indebted. This banifhes
the idea, and unqualifies the mind for the practice of common
juftice. If I have, all my days, been accuftomed to live at the
expence of a black rnan, without making him any compenfation,
or confidering myfelf at all in his debt, I cannot think it any great
crime to live at the expence of a w’hite man. If I rob a black man
without guilt, I fhall contraft no great guilt by robbing a white
man. If I have been long accuftomed to think a black man was
made for me, I may eafily take it into my head to think fo of a
white man. If I have no fenfe of obligation to do juftice to a
black man, I can have little to do juftice to a white man. In this
cafe, the tinge of our fldns, or the place of our nativity, can make
but. little difference. If I am in principle a friend to flavery, I
cannot, to be confident, think it any crime to rob my country of
its property and freedom, whenever my intereft calls, and I find it
in my power. If I make any difference here, it muft be owing to
a vicious education, the force of prejudice, or pride of heart. If
in principle a friend to flavery. I cannot feel myfelf obliged to pay
the debt due to my neighbor. If I can wrong him of all his poffeflions, and avoid the law, all is well.
The deftruftion of chaftity has a natural tendency to introduce
a number of vices, that are very pernicious to the intereft of a com 
monwealth ; and flavery much conduces to deftroy chaftity, as it
puts fo great a number of females entirely in the power of the
other fex ; againft whom they dare not complain, on peril of the
lafli; and many of whom they dare not refift. This vice, this
bane of fociety, has already become fo common, that it is fcarcelyefteemed a difgrace, in the one fex, and that the one that is gents
•rally the moft criminal. Let it become as little difgraceful in the
other, and there is an end to domeftic tranquility, an and to the
public profperity.
It
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It is neceflary to our national profperity, tliat the eftates of the
inhabitants of the country be greatly productive. But perhaps
no eftates, pofl'effed in any part of the world, are lefs productive
than thofe which coni!ft in great numbers of flaves. In fuch
eftates there will be old and decrepid men and women, breeding
women, and little children : all mult be maintained. They labour
only from fervile principles, and therefore not to equal advantage
with free men. They will labour as little, they will take as little
care, as they poifibly can. When their maintenance is deducted
from the fruit of their labour, only a fmall pittance remains for
the owner. Hence many, who are proud of their eftates, and
envied for their wealth, are living in poverty, and immerfed in
debt. Here are large eftates to be taxed ; but fmall incomes to
pay the taxes. This, while it gives us weight in the fcale of the
Union, will make us groan under the burden of our own impor
tance.
Put all the above confiderations together, and it evidently ap
pears, that flavery is neither confident with juftice nor good policy.
Thefe are confiderations, one would think, fufheient to filence
every objection ; but I forefee, notwithftanding, that a number
will be made, fome of which have a formidable appearance.
It will be faid, Negroes were made flaves by law, they were
converted into property by an aCt of the legiflature ; and under the
fanCtion of that law I purchafed them ; they therefore became
my property, I have a legal claim to them. To repeal this law,
to annihilate flavery, would be violently to deftroy what I legally
purchafed with my money, or inherit from my father. It would
be equally unjuft with difpoffefling me of my horfes, cattle, or any
other fpecies of property. To difpoffefs me of their offspring
would be injuftice equal to difpoffefling me of the annual profits
of my eftate. This is an important objection,, and it calls for a
ferious anfwer.
The matter feems to ftand thus : many years ago, men. being
deprived of their natural right to freedom, and made flaves, were
by law converted into property. This law, it is true, was wrong,
it eftabliflied iniquity ; it was againft the law of humanity, com
mon fenfe, reafon, and confidence. It was, however, a lav/ ; and
under the fanCtion of it, a number of men, regardlefs of its iniquity,
purchafed thefe flaves, and made their fellow men their property.
The queftion is concerning the liberty of a man. The man
bimfelf claims it as his own property. He pleads, that it was
originally his own ; that he has never forfeited, nor alienated it;
and therefore, by the common laws of juftice and humanity, it is
frill his own. The purchafer of the flave claims the fame proper
ty. He pleads, that he purchafed it under the fanCtion cf a law,
enaCted by the legiflature ; and therefore it became his. Now,
the queftion is, who has the belt claim ? Did the property in quef
tion belong to the legiflature ? Was it veiled in them ? If legiflatutes are peffeffed of fuch property as this, may another never exift ’
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ift ! No individual of their conftituents could claim it as his own ,
inherent right ; it was not in them collectively ; and therefore
they could not convey it to their reprefentatives. Was it ever
known, that a people chofe reprefentatives to create and transfer
this kind of property ? The legiilature were not, they could not
be poflefled of it ; and there fore could not transfer it to another ;
they could not give what they themfelves -had not. Now does
the property belong to him, who received it from a legiflature that
had it not to give, and by a law they had no right to enad ; or to
the original owner, who has never forfeited, nor alienated his right ?
If a law lhould pafs for felling an innocent man’s head, and I
lhould purchafe it ; have I in confequence of this law and this
purchafe, a better claim to this man’s head than he has himfelf?
To call our fellow-men, who have not forfeited, nor voluntarily
refigned their liberty, our property, is a grofs abfurdity, a contradidion to common fenfe, and an indignity to human nature. The
owners of fuch flaves then are the licenced robbers, and not the
juft proprietors, of what they claim : freeing them is not depriving
them of property, but reftoring it to the right owner ; it is fuffering the unlawful captive to efcape. It is not wronging the mafter,
but doing juftice to the flave, reftoring him to himlelf. The mat
ter, it is true, is wronged, he may fuffcr and that greatly : but this
is his own fault, and the fault of the enflaving law ; and not of the
law that does juftice to the opprefled.
You fay, a law of emancipation would be unjuft, becaufe it
would deprive men of their property ; but is there no injuftice on
the other tide ? Is nobody intitled to juftice, but flave-holders ?
Let us confider the injuftice on both fides ; and weigh them in an
even balance. On the one hand, we fee a man deprived of all
property, of all capacity to poflefs property, of his own free agen
cy, of the means of inftrudion, of his wife, of his children, of almoft every thing dear to him : on the other, a man deprived of
eighty or an hundred pounds.. Shall we hefitate a moment to de
termine, who is the. greateft fufferer, and who is treated with the
greateft injuftice ? The matter appears quite glaring, when we
conflder, that neither this man, nor his parents had finned, that he
was bom to thefe fufterings ; but the other fuffers altogether for
his own fin, and that of his predecelfors.—Such a law would onlytake away property, that is its own property, and not ours : pro
perty that has the fame right to poflefs us, as its property, as we
have to poffefs it : property that has the fame right to convert our
c hildren into dogs, and calves, and colts, as we have to convert
theirs into thefe beafts : property that may transfer our children
to ftrangers, by the fame right that we transfer theirs.
Human legiflatures lhould remember, that the ad in fubordination to the great Ruler of the univerfe, have no right to take the
government out of his hand nor to enad laws contrary to his ;
that if they lhould prefume to attempt it, they cannot make that
right.

right, which he has made wrong ; they cannot dilfolve the alle
giance of his fubjeds, and transfer it to themfelves, and thereby
free the people from their obligations to obey the laws of nature.
The people fhould know, that legiflatures have not this power ;
and that a thoufand laws can never make that innocent, which
the divine law has made criminal; or give them a right to that,
which the divine law forbids them to claim. But to the above re
ply it may be farther objected, that neither we nor the legiflature,
enflaved the Africans : but they enilaved one another, and we
only purchafed thole, whom they had made prifoners of war, and
reduced to flavery.
Making prifoners of war (laves, though pradifed by the Romans
and other ancient nations, and though (till pradiied by fome bar
barous tribes, can by no means be juftified ; it is unreafonable and
cruel. Whatever may be faid of the chief authors and promoters
of an unjuft war, the'common foldier who is under command and
obliged to obey, and as is often the cafe, deprived of the means of
information as to the grounds of the war, certainly cannot be
thought guilty of a crime fo heinous, that for it himfelf and pofTerity deferve the dreadful punilhment of perpetual fervitude. It
is a cruelty that the prefent practice of all civilized nations bears
leftimony againft. Allow then the matter objected to be true, and
it will not juftify our pradice of enflaving the Africans. But the
matter contained in the objection is only true in part. The hiftory of the (lave trade is too tragical to be read without a bleeding
heart and weeping eyes.
A few of thefe unhappy Africans, and comparatively very few,
are criminals, whofe fervitude is inflided as a punilhment for their
crimes. The main body are innocent, unfufpeding creatures, free,
living in peace, doing nothing to forfeit the common privileges of
men; They are ftolen, or violently borne away by armed force,
from their country, their parents, and all their tender connedions.;
treated with an indignity and indecency lhamefubto mention, and
a cruelty fhocking to all the tender feelings of humanity ; and
they and their pofterity forced into a ftateof fervitude and wretchednefs for ever. It is true they are commonly taken prifoners by
Africans ; but it is the encouragement given by Europeans that
tempts the Africans to carry on thefe unprovoked wars. They
furnilh them with the means, and hold out to them a reward for
their plunder. If the Africans are thieves, the Europeans Hand
ready to receive the ftolen goods : if the former are robbers, the
latter furnilh them with arms, and purchafe the fpoil. In this
cafe who is the moll criminal, the civilized European, or the un
tutored African ? the European merchants know, that they them ■
felves are the great encouragers of thefe wars, as they are the prin
cipal gainers by the event. They furnilh the linews, add the
•ftrength, and receive the gain. They know, that they purchale
thefe (laves or thole, who have no juft pretence to claim them as
theits. The African can give the European no better claim than
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He himfelf has ; the European merchant can give us no bette?
claim than is veiled in him ; and that is one founded only in vio
lence or fraud.
In confirmation of this account might be produced many fubftantial vouchers, and fome who had fpent much time in this ne
farious traffic. But fuch as are accuftomed to liften to the me
lancholy tales of thefe unfortunate Africans* cannot want fufficient
evidence. Thofe who have feen multitudes of poor innocent chil
dren driven to market, and fold like beads, have it demonflrated
before their eyes.
It will be farther objected, that in our fituations, the abolition of
flavery would be bad policy ; becaufe it would difcourage emi
grants from the Eaftward, prevent the population of this country,
and confequently its opulence and flrength.
I doubt not but it would prevent a number of flave-holders fromcoming into this country, with their flaves.. But this would be
far, very far from being an evil. It would be a moft defirable
event; it would be keeping out a great and intolerable nuifancer
the bane of every country where it is admitted, the caufe of igno
rance and vice, and of national poverty and weaknefs. On the
other hand, if I midake not, it would invite five ufeful citizens in
to our date, where it would keep out one flave-holder : and who
would not rejoice in the happy exchange ? Turn your eyes to the
Eaftward ; behold numerous fhoals of flaves, moving towards us,
in thick fucceflion. Look to the Weftward ; fee a large, vacant^
fertile country, lying near, eafy of accefs, an afylum for the miferable, a land of liberty. A man, who has no flaves, cannot live
eafy and contented in the midft of thofe, who poffefs them in
numbers. He is treated with negled, and often with contempt :
he is not a companion for his free neighbours, but only for their
more reputable flaves : his children are looked upon and treated
by thcjrs as underlings. Thefe things are not eafy to bear ; they
render his mind ltneafy, and his fituation unpleafant. When he
fees an open way to remove from this fituation, and finds it may
be done confident with his- intereft, he will not long abide in it.
When he removes, his place is filled up with flaves. Thus this
country will fpew out its white inhabitants ; and be peopled with
flave-holders, their flaves, and a few, in the higheft pods of a poor
free man, I mean that of an overfeer. When we attentively view
and confider our fituation, with relation to the Eaft and the Weft,
we may be allured that this event will take place, that the prcgrels
towards it will be exceedingly rapid, and greatly accelerated by
the fertility of our foil.
That this, on fiippoiition that flavery fliould continue, would
foon be the date of population in this country, is not only poffiblv,
but very probable ; not only probable but morally certain. But
is this a defirable fituation ? Would it be fafe, and comfortable ?
Would it be fo, even to mafters themfelves ? I prefume not : es
pecially when I .confider, that their near neighbors, beyond theOh^o,
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Ohio, could not, confiftent with their principles, aflift them, in cafe
of a domeftic infurre&ion. Suppofe our inhabitants fhould be
fewer ; they would be ufeful citizens, who could repofe a mutual
confidence in each other. To increafe the inhabitants of this ftate
by multiplying an enemy within our own bowels ; an enemy,
with whom we are in a ftate of perpetual war, and can never
make peace, is very far from being an object of defire : efpecially
if we confider, that a belief of the iniquity of this fervitude is faft
gaining ground. Should this fentiment obtain the general belief,
what might be the event ? What would be the fituation of a cer
tain defcription of men ? What the condition of this country ?
Another frightful objection to my do&rine is, That fhould we
fet our flaves free, it would lay a foundation for intermarriages
and an unnatural mixture of blood, and our pofterity at length
would all be Mulattoes.
This cfledt, I grant, it would produce. I alfo grant, that this
appears very unnatural to perfons labouring under our prejudices
of education. I acknowledge my own pride remonftrates againft
it ; but it does not influence my judgment, nor. afteil my confcience.
To plead this as a reafon for the continuation of flavery, is to
plead the fear that we fhould difgrace ourfelves, as a reafon
why we fhould do injuftice to others : to plead that we may
continue in guilt, for fear the features and complexion of our
pofterity lhould be fpoiled. We fhould recollect, that it is too
late to prevent this great imaginary evil; the matter is already
gone beyond recovery ; for it may be proved, with mathema
tical certainty, that, if things go on in the prefent channel, the
future inhabitants of America will inevitably be Mulattoes.
How often have men children by their own flaves, by their
fathers* flaves, or the flaves of their neighbours ? How faft is the
liumbef of Mulattoes increafing in every part of the land ? Vifit
the towns and villages to the Eaftward ; vifit the feats of gen
tlemen, who abound in flaves ; and fee how they fwarm on every
hand ? All the children of Mulattoes will be Mulattoes, and
the whites are daily adding to the number; which will conbra tally encreafe the proportion of Mulattoes. Thus this evil is
coining upon us in a way much more difgraceful, and unnatu
ral, than intermarriages.. Fatherswill have their own children
for flaves, and leave them as an inheritance to their children.
Men will poflefs their brothers and filters as their property,
leave them to their heirs, or fell them to ftrangers. Youth will
have their grey-headed uncles and aunts for flaves, call them
their property, and transfer them to others. Men will humble
their own lifters, or even their aunts, to gratify their luft. An
hard-hearted mailer will net know whether he has a blood re
lation, a brother or a filler, an uncle or an aunt, or a ftranger of
Africa, under his fcourging hand. This is not the work of im
agination ; it has been frequently realizedThe

. The worft that can be made of this objection, ugly as it1 iH
that it would be haftening an evil in an honeft way which we
are already bringing on ourfelves in a way that is abfolutely difhoneft, perfeftly fhameful, and extremely criminal. This objec
tion then can have no weight with a reafonable man, who can
diveft himfelf of his prejudices and his pride, and view the
ftiatter as really circumftanced. The evil is inevitable ; but as it
is a prejudice of education, it would be an evil only, in its ajjg
proach ; as it drew near, it would decreafe; when fully come, it
would ceafe to exift.
Another objection to my doctrine, and that efteemed *y feme
the moft formidable, ftill lies before me : an objeftion taken from
the facred fcriptures. There will be produced on the occafion,
the example of faithful Abraham, recorded Gen. xvii. and the law
of Mofes, recorded in Lev. xxv. The injunctions :laid uponfervants in the gofpel, particularly by the Apoftle Taul, will alfo
be introduced here. Thefe will all be directed, as formidable ar
tillery, againft me, and in defence of abfolute flavery.
From the paflage in Genefis, it is argued, by the advocates for
perpetual flavery, that fince Abraham had fervants born in hi^
houfe and bought with money, they muft have fervants for life,
like our negroes : and hence they conclude, that it is lawful for
us to purchafe heathen fervants, and if they have children bom in
our houfes, to make them fervants alfo, From the law of Mofes
it is argued, that the Ifraelites were authorifed to leave the chil
dren of their fervants, as an inheritance to their own children for
ever : and hence it is inferred thatwe may leave the children of our
Xlaves as an inheritance to our children forever. If this was im
moral in itfelf, a juft God would never have given it the fanftion
of his authority ; and, if lawful in itfelf, we may fafely follow the
example of Abraham, or aft according to the law of Mofes.
None, I hope, will make this objeftion, but thofe who believe
thefe writings to be of divine authority ; for if they are not fo, it
is little to the puxpofe to introduce them here. If you grant them
to be of divine authority, you will ^lfo grant, that they are con
fident with themfelves, and that one paftage may help to explain
Another. Grant me this j and then I reply to the objeftion.
In the 12th verfe of the 17th of Genefis, w’e find that Abraham
was commanded to circumcife all that were born in his houfe,
or bought with money. We find in the fequej of the chapter,
that he obeyed the command without delay ; and aftually circumcifed every male in his family, who came under this defcription. This law of circumcifion continued in force ; it was not re
pealed, but confirmed by the law of Mofes.
Now, to the circumcifed were committed the oracles of God ;
and circumcifion was a token of that covenant by which, among
other things, the land of Canaan, and their various privileges in
it, were promifed to Abraham and his feed; to all that were
included in that covenant. All wefe included, to whom cirC
cumqdiaxv

cumcifion, which was the token of the covenant, was adminiftered
agreeably to God’s command. By divine appointment, not
only Abraham and his natural feed, but he that was bought with
money cf any flranger that was not of his feed, was circumcifed. Since the feed of the ftranger received the token of this
covenant, we mull believe, that he was included, and mterefted
in-it ; that the benefit^ promifed were to be conferred on him.
Thefe perions bought with money were no longer locked upon
as uncircumcifed and unclean, as aliens and ftrangers ; but were
incorporated with the church alid nation of the liraelites j and
’became’one people with them ; became God’s covenant people.
Whence it appears, that fuitable pro v ill on was made by the divine
law that they lhould be properly educated, made free, and en-*
joy all the common privileges of citizens. It was by the divine
law enjoined upon the ifraelites ; thus to circumcife all the
males born in their houfes ; then if the purchafed fervants in
queftion had any children, their mafters were bound by law to
incorporate them into their church and nation, Thefe children
fchen were the fervants of the Lord, in the fame fenfe as the natural
defeendant? of Abraham were; and therefore, according <o the law,
Lev.xkv. 42, 55. they could not be made flaves. The paflages of
fcripture under confideratipn were fo far from authorifmg the
Ifraelitt>s to mgkc flaves of their lerVants’ children, that they evidently forbid it ; and therefore arc fo far from proving the lawfulnels of our enflaving the children of the Africans, that they
clearly condemn the practice as criminal.
Thefe paflages of facred ^rrit have been wickedly prefled into
the fervice of Mammon, perhaps more frequently than any others j
but decs it not now appear, that thefe Weighty pieces cf artillery
fnay be fairly wrefted from the dnemy. and turned upon the hofts
of the Mammonites, with very good eflvd ?
The advocates for flavery fhould have obfefved, that in the lav^
of Mofes referred to, there is not the lead mention made of the
children of thefe fervants, it is not faid that th£y fhould be fervants,
or any thing about them. No doubt fome of them had ehiL
dren, but it was unneceflary to mention them * bccaufe they were
already provided for by tlue law of circumcifion.
To extend the law of Moles to the children of thefe fervants,
arbitrary and prefumptnous ; it is- making them include much
more than is exprefled or jieceflarily implied in the text. It can
not be neceflarily implied in the ex preflion, They /ball be your bond
^nen forever ; becaul'e the word forever is evidently limited by the
nature of the fubjeft ; and nothing appears, by which it can be
more properly limited, than the life of the fervants purchafed.
Die fenfe then is limply this, they fhall ferve you and your chiL
dren as long as they live.
Vve cannot certainly determine hew thefe perfens were made
fervants at iirft - nor is it neccflary we fhould. Whether they
wore partlw who. lj^d forfeited-theif liberty by capital crimes

or whether they had involved themfelves in debt by folly or e^.
travagance, and fubmitted to ferve during their lives, in order to
avoid a greater calamity ; or whether they were driven to that
neceflity in their younger days, for want of friends to take care ’of
them, we cannot tell. This however we may be fare of, that the
lfraelites were not fcnt by a divine la^v to nations three thouAmd
miles diftant, who were neither doing, nor meditating any thing
againft them, and with whom tliey had nothing to do ; in order
captivate them by fraud or force, tear them away from their
country and all their tender connections, bind them in chains,
crowd them into fliips, and there murder them by thoufands*
with the want of air and exercife ; and then condemn the iurvivors and their pofterity to flavery for ever.
But it is further objected, that the Apoftle advifes fervants to
be contented with thgir Rate of Servitude, and obedient to their
mafters ; and though he charges their mailers to ufe them well,
he no where commands them to fet them tree.
In order rightly to underftand the matter^ we lhould recollect
the fituation of Chriftians at this time. They were under the
Roman yoke, the government of the heathen ; who were watching
every opportunity of charging them with defigns againft their
government, in order to juftify their bloody perfections. In iueb
circumftances, for the Apoftle to have proclaimed liberty to the
flaves, would probably have exnofed many of them to certain deftrudlion, brought ruin on ^he thriftian caufe, and that without
the profpeft of freeing one Angle man ; which would have been
the height of madnefs and cruelty. It was wife, it W’as humane in
him not to drop a Angle hint on this fabjeCf, farther than faying,
If thou mayefl be made j**e, ufe it rather.
Though the Apoftle aCled with this prudent referve, the unreafonablenefs of perpetual unconditional flavery, may eaffly be in
ferred from the rightgous and bpnevolent doftrines and duties
taught in the New Teftament. It is quite evident, that flavery is
contrary to the fpirit and genius of the Chriftian religion. It is
contrary to that excellent precept laid down by the divine author
of the Chriftian inftitution, viz. Whatfoever ye would that men fhould
do to you do ye even fo to them. A precept fo finely calculated to
£each the duties of juftice, to inforce their obligation, and induce
the mind to obedience, that nothing can excel it. No mail, when
he views the hardfliips, the fufferings, the exceflive labours, the
unreafonable chaftifements, the feparations between loving hufbands and wives, between affectionate parents, and children, can
fay, were I in their place, I fhculd be contented ; I fo far approve
this uiage, 4s to believe the law that fubjects me to it, to be per*
fedly right: that I and my pofterity lhould be denied the pro
tection of law, and by it be expofed tofuffer all thefe calamities ;
though I never forfeited my freedom, nor merited fuch treatment,
more than others. No ; there is an honeft something in our
byeafts, that bears, teftimony againft this, as unreafonable and
picked. J found it in my own brp^ft near forty years ago, and
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through a& the changes of time, the influence of cuftom, the arts
of fophiftry, and the facinations of intereft, remains here Rill. I
believe, it is a law of my nature ; a law of more ancient date than
any act of parliament ; and which no human legiflature can ever
repeal. It is a law infcribed on every human heart ; and may
there be feen in legible chara&ers, unlefs it is blotted by vice, or
the eye of the mind blinded by intereft. Should' J do any thing
to countenance this evil, I Ihould fight againft my own heart ;
fliould I not ufe my influence to annihilate it, my own confcience
would condemn me.
It may be farther objected, this ftavcry, it is true, is a great evil ;
but ftill greater evils would follow their emancipation. Men who
have laid out their money in purchafc of flaves, and now have
little ether property, would certainly be great fufferers ; the flaves
themfelves are unacquainted with the arts of life, being ufed to
ad only under the direction of others ; they have never acquired
the habits of induftry ; have not that fenfe of propriety and fpirit
of emulation neceffary to make them ufeful citizens. Many have
been fo long accuftomed to the meaner vices, habituated to lying*
pilfering and healing, that when pinched with want, they would
commit thefe crimes, become pefts to fociety, or end their days on
the gallows. Here ar^ evils on both hands, and of two evils, we
fliould take the leaft.
This is a good rule, when applied to natural evils ; but with
moral evils it has nothing to do ; for of thefe we muft chufe neither.
Of two evils, the one natural, the other moMil, w’e muft always
chufe the natural evil ; for moral evil, which is the fame thing as
£n, can never be a proper objed of choice. Enflaving our fellow
creatures is a moral evil; feme of its effeds are moral, and lome
natural. There is no way fo proper to avoid the moral effeds as
by avoiding the caufe. The natural evil effeds of emancipation
tan never be a balance for the moral evils of flaverv, or a reafon
why we fliould prefer the latter to the former.
Here we fhould confidcr, on whom thefe evils are to be charged $
and we fliall find they lie at our own doors, they are chargeable
on us. We have brought one generation into this wretched Rate ;
and fhall wc therefore doom all the generations of their pofterity
to it ? Do we find by experience, that this ftate of flavery corrupt^
and ruins human nature ? And fliall we perfift in corrupting and ‘
ruining it in order to avoid the natural evils we have already pro
duced ? Do we find, as the ancient Pojrt faid, that the day we de
prive a man of freedom, we take away half his foul ? and fliall we
continue to maim fouls, becaufe a maimed foul is unfit for ibciety!
Strange realoning indeed ! An aftcnilhing confequence 1 I fliould
have looked for a conclusion quite oppolite to this, viz. that we
flioukt be fenfible of the ev * of our cojidud, and perfift in it no
longer. To me this appeal s a very powerful argument againft
flavery, and a convincing proof of its iniquity. It is ruining God’s
features whom he has made free merrj agents, and accountable
beings 3

beings ; creatures who ftill belong to him ; and are riot left to
to ruin at our pleasure.
However, the objedion is weighty, and the difficulty fuggefted
great. But I do not think, that it is fuch as ought to deter us
from our duty, or tempt us to continue a pradice fo inconfiftent
with juftice and found policy : therefore I give it as my opinion,
that the firft thing to be done is To resolve, UNCONDITIONV
ALLY, TO PUT AN END TO SLAVERY IN THIS STATE. This, I;
conceive, properly belongs to the convention ; which they can
eafily effect, by working the principle into the conftitution they are
to frame.
If there is not in government fome fixed principle fuperior to all
law, and above the power of legiflfitors, there can be no liability,
or confiftency in it ; it will be continually fluctuating with the
opinions, humours, paffions, prejudices, or interefts, of different
legiflative bodies. Liberty is an inherent right of man, of every
man ; the exiftence of which ought not to depend upon the muta
bility of legiflation ; but fliould be wrought into the very confti
tution of dur government, and ba made effential to it.
The devifing ways and means to accomplilh this end, fo as fliall
beft confift with the public intereft, will be tire duty of our future
legiflature. This evil is a tree that has been long planted, it has
been growing many years, it has taken deep root, its trunk is large,
and its branches extended wide; fliould it be cut down fuddenly,
it might crulh all that grew near it; fliould it be violently eradica
ted, it might tear up the ground in which it grows, and produce
fatal effeds. It is true, the flaves have a juft claim to be freed
iaftantly : but by our bad condud, we have rendered them incapa*
hie of enjoying, and properly ufing this their birth-right; and there
fore a gradual emancipation only can be advifeable. The limbs
of this tree muft be lopped off by little and little, the trunk gradu
ally hewn down, and the flump and roots left to rot in the ground.
The legiflature, if they judged it expedient, would prevent the
importation of any more flaves: they would enad that all bom
after fuch a date fliould be born free : be qualified by proper edu
cation to make ufeful citizens, and be adually freed at a proper age.
It is no fmall recommendation of this plan, that it fo nearly co
incides with die Mofaic law, in this cafe provided ; to which even
fuppofe it a human institution, great refped is due to its antiquity,
its juftice and humanity.
It would, I think, avoid in a great meafure, all the evils men
tioned in the objedion. All that was the mafter’s own, at the time
fixed up<n in the ad, would ftill be his own : All that fliould de
scend from them would be his own until he was paid for their educa
tion. All he would lofe would be the profped of his children’s
being enriched at the expence of thofe who are unborn. Would
any man murmur at having this propped, which was given him by
an iniquitous law, and cannot be enjoyed without guilt, cut off by
ajighteous law, that frees from eppreftion future generations ?
I*

Is there any fuch man to be found ? Let u$ flop a momeit to
hear his complaint. “ I have long lived happy by oppreflion. |
wanted to leave this privilege as an inheritance to my children.
I bad a delightfome profped of their living alfo in eafe and fplendor at the expence of others ; this iniquity was once fanCtified by
a law, of which I hoped my children’s children would have en
joyed the fweets ; but now this hard-hpavted, this cruel cpnyention
has cut off this pleafing profped.
“ They will notiufter my children to live in eafe and luxury, at
the expence of poor Africans. They have rcfolved, and alas! the
fcefolution muft ftand forever, that black men in the next genera
tion fhall enjoy the fruit of their own labour, as well as white men;
and be happy according to the merit of their own condud. If
juft ice is done to the offspring of negroes, mine are eternally ruin
ed. If my children cannot, as I have done, live in injuftice and^
cruelty, they are injured, they are robbed, they are undone.
What—muft young mafter laddie his own horfe ?—Muft pretty
little mils fweep the houfe and wafh the diflies ? and tliefe black
devils be free !—No heart can bear it !—Such is the difference be
tween us and them, th^it it is a greater injury to us to be deprived
of their labour, than it is to them to be deprived of their liberty and
every thing elfe. This wicked convention will have to anfwer
another day for the great injury they have done us, in doing juf
tice to them.”
Emancipation on fome fuch plan as above hfrited, would proba
bly, in many inftances, be a real advantage to children in point of
wealth. Parents would educate them in fuch a manner, and place
them in fuch circumftances, as jvould be more to their intereft,
than poflefling fuch unproductive elates as flaves are found to be.
The children would imbibe a noble independent fpirit, learn a
habit of managing bufmefs, and helping them!elves. They would
learn to fcorn the mean and beggarly way of living, at the ex
pence of others, living in fplendour on plunder of the innocent.
Where eftates were wifely managed, children would not find their
fortunes diminiihed. They would not be mocked with nominal,
but poflefs real wealth t wealth that would not merely feed their
vanity, but fill their coffers.
The children of the flaves, inftead of being ruinjed for want of,
education, would be fo brought up as to become ufefal citizens.
The country would improve by their induftry ; manufactures
would flourilh ; and, in time of war, they would not be the terror *
but the ftrength and defence of the. Rate.
It may be farther objt Cled, that to attempt, even in this.gradual
way, the annihilation of flavery in this country, where fo many
are deeply interefted, might fo fenfibiy touch the intereft of fome
tmreafonable men, as probably to ftir up great confufion, and en
danger the tranquillity of cur infant ftate.
Though I doubt not but feme men of narrow minds, under the
influence >pf prejudice or covetoulnefs, might be made uneafy and
difncled
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difpofed to clamour ; yet I apprehend but little danger of any iil
cfleds. The meafure would be fo agreeable to the honefl: dilates
of confcience, the growing fentiments of the country, and of many
even of the flave-holders themfelves, that any oppofition they
might make would not be fupported ; and they would be too wife
to hazard the haftening an event they fo much dread.
If the growing opinion of the unlawfulnefs of flavery ftoulct
continue to grow, holding rr?en in that Rate will foon be impracti
cable ; there will be no caufe exiRirig fufficient to produce the effed, when this fhall happen a certain event may fuddenly take
place, the Confequences of which may be very difagreeablc. This
I take to be the proper time to prevent this evil. We may now do
it in a peaceable manner, without going a Rep out of the way of
our duty, and without hazarding what might be attended with,
tenfold more confufion and danger.
The flavery of the negroes began in iniquity ; a curfe has attend
ed it, and a curfe will follow it. National vices will be punifhed
With national calamities. Let us avoid thefe vices, that we may
avoid the punifhment which they deferve ; and endeavour fo to
ad, as to fecure the approbation and fmiles of Heaven.
Holding men in flavery is the national vice of Virginia ; and
while a part of that Rate, we were partakers of the guilt* As a
feparate Rate, we are juR pow come to the birth ; and it depends
upon our free choice whether we fhall be born in this fin, or innocent
of it. We now have it in our power to adopt it as our national
crime ; or to bear a national teRimony againR it. I hope the lat
ter will be our choice ; that we fhall waft our hands of this guilt ;
and not leave it in the power of a future legiflature, ever more to
Rain our reputation or qpr coijfcienae with it.

The end,

CCT This Work is re-printed at the riquejl of many perfont)
°f whoiU
cslong Zo zAf Society of Friends, to whom it is now dedicated.—It
Wd* with their affiflance, tend to aid the views of our Legiflature in abed*
lfhtug the reprefntation of flaws ? and eventually (fthe cx'flend? offlaverf
tn this country <

